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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Amendment filed on 12/18/07, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office acfion is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed by an 
appeal brief under 37 CFR 41.37 . The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal 
brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth in 37 
CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant must 
pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 

/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supen/isory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 
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Status of Claims 

2. Due to communications filed 12/18/07, the following is a final office action based 
on MPEP 1207.03(V)(A). Claims 10-58, 61, 66-67 are cancelled, claims 69-75 have 
been added. Claims 1-9, 59, 60, 62-65, and 68-75 are pending in this application and 
have been examined on the merits. Prosecution is being re-opened for this case. 
Claims 1-9, 59, 60, 62-65, and 68-75 are rejected as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 59, 62, 63, 64, 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McGauley et al (US 5,899,998), in further view of Hanna et al (US 
2004/0141661 Al). 

As per claims 1, 59, 63, 64, McGauley et al discloses: 

a point of service device having associated therewith a plurality of rules, (Col. 4, 
lines 61-65, point of service stations utilizing rules); and 

a portable device having associated therewith a plurality of rules/wherein the 
portable device operates using a contactless mode of operation, (Col. 5, lines 27-30 and 
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Fig. 7, rules set used to handle communication updates between portable data carrier 
and point of service stations, since the data carrier is portable, it is in contactless mode 
when carried around); 

wherein the portable device and the point of service device use their associated 
plurality of rules. ..to determine an outcome for a... transaction/determining an 
outcome... /wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable to 
determine the outcome for the purchase transaction, the point of service device uses its 
associated plurality of meta-rules to request the service provider system to help 
determine the outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of meta-rules 
associated with the service provider system/wherein the plurality of meta-rules 
associated with the point of sen/ice device includes a meta-rule for replacing at least 
one rule in the plurality of rules associated with the point of service device with another 
rule, (Abstract, lines 6-16, interaction between portable device and point of service ties 
distributed databases together where database systems then use update object to 
distribute data as a result of a transaction as shown in col. 3, line 66-col. 4, line 10, also 
shows rule sets are applied to portable device and point of sale); 

wherein the outcome is a reward, (Col. 4, lines 36-44, providing a second 
automatic and selective mechanism to remain current without the need to access a 
masterfile, therefore rewarding with data security by giving the option of not having to 
first access a masterfile before acquiring information). 

McGauley et al fails to disclose a plurality of meta-rules/a purchase 
transaction/wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable to 
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determine the outcome for the purchase transaction, the point of service device uses its 
associated plurality of meta-rules to either determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules associated with either the portable device or the point of service device 
can be altered locally in order to determine the outcome or request a service provider 
system to help determine the outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of 
meta-rules associated with the service provider system/if the outcome can not be 
detemiined..., but does disclose a second processing rules set in Col. 27, lines 17-22. 
In this case, this second processing rules set is applied to information stored in the 
database, where this type of information is effected by transactions that occur between 
portable data carriers, and point-of-service stations as shown in the abstract, lines 6-9, 
and in turn, the administrative services, and does disclose a system that distributes 
medical information. 

However, Hanna et al shows a system that aims to define formats for electronic 
data interchange in health care environments such as patient medical records as shown 
in paragraph [0009], lines 1-8, and also shows a medical distribution and retrieval 
system that shows images are purchased in paragraph [0013], lines 7-10, that 
discloses: 

A plurality of meta-rules, (Page 15, line 58-Page 16, linelO, shows that stored 
rules are evaluated and the image is then stored according to a rule which was 
evaluated as satisfied by having parameters in a stored rule compared with information 
in the associated metadata, in this case, the rules are meta rules since they are 
associated with metadata); 
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wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable to 
deterniine the outcome for the purchase transaction, the point of service device uses its 
associated plurality of meta-rules to either determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules associated with either the portable device or the point of service device 
can be altered locally in order to determine the outcome or request the service provider 
system to help determine the outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of 
meta-rules associated with the service provider system/if the outcome can not be 
determined..., (Page 16, lines 4-5, shows rules are changed to reflect a change in the 
image storage policy after evaluating that stored rule, in this case, if the stored rule is 
evaluated and not satisfied, the rules are changed). 

Hanna et al discloses these limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that rules directly associated with meta rules are applied for the purchase of 
medical image data, so that if there is a change in the image storage policy of the health 
care enterprise, the evaluate rule will then not be satisfied, and the rule will therefore 
have to be changed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to apply meta-rules to determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules can be altered with the motivation of keeping rules updated according 
to system change in a system for purchasing medical image data. 

As per claims 2, 3, McGauley et al fails to disclose the following, but does 
disclose a second processing rules set in Col. 27, lines 17-22. In this. case, this second 
processing rules set is applied to infonnation stored in the database, where this type of 
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information is effected by transactions tliat occur between portable data carriers, and 
point-of-service stations as sfiown in the abstract, lines 6-9, and in turn, the 
administrative services). 

However, Hanna discloses: 

A network gateway having associated therewith a plurality of rules and a plurality 
of meta rules; wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable 
to determine the outcome, the point of service device uses its associated plurality of 
meta-rules to either determine whether one or more of the plurality of rules associated 
with either the portable device or the point of service device can be altered locally in 
order to determine the outcome or request the network gateway to help determine the 
outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of meta-rules associated with the 
network gateway/if the outcome cannot be determined using the plurality of rules 
associated with the point of service device, using the plurality of meta-rules associated 
with the point of service device to either determine whether one or more of the plurality 
of rules associated with the point of service device can be altered locally in order to 
determine the outcome or request a network gateway to help detennine the outcome 
using a plurality of rules and a plurality of meta-rules associated with the network 
gateway/wherein if the network gateway is unable to determine the outcome using its 
associated plurality of rules, the network gateway uses its associated plurality of meta- 
rules to either determine whether one or more of its associated plurality of rules can be 
altered locally in order to determine the outcome or request a second network gateway 
or a first service provider to help determine the outcome using the plurality of rules and 
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the plurality of meta-rules associated with the service provider system, (Page 16, lines 
4-5, shows rules are changed to reflect a change in the image storage policy after 
evaluating that stored rule, in this case, if the stored rule is evaluated and not satisfied, 
the rules are changed. In this case, rules are applied through an intelligent image 
management system connected to devices located throughout a health care enterprise 
through a high speed serial communication network, which utilizes bridges that may 
connect the intranet to the Internet to communicate with remote devices such as 
personal computers located in a physician's office or home as shown in paragraph 
[0030], lines 8-1 1 , which represents the network gateway, since a network gateway is 
no more than software or hardware that enables communication between computer 
networks that use different communications protocols). 

Hanna et a! discloses these limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that rules directly associated with meta rules are applied so that if there is a 
change in the image storage policy of the health care enterprise, the evaluate rule will 
then not be satisfied, and the rule will therefore have to be changed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to apply meta-rules to detemriine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules can be altered with the motivation of keeping rules updated according 
to system change. 

As per claims 4, 5, McGauley et al discloses: 

wherein the point of service device uses historical... transaction information to 
update the plurality of rules and the plurality of meta-rules associated with the portable 
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device in order to render processing of... transactions more efficient/wlierein the service 
provider system uses historical... transaction Information to update the plurality of rules 
and the plurality of meta-rules associated respectively with the portable device and the 
point of service device in order to render processing of... transactions more 
efficient/wherein the first node uses historical... transaction information to update the 
plurality of rules and the plurality of meta-rules associated with a node having a node 
order that is equal to or lower than that of the first noted in order to render processing of 
...transactions more efficient ,(col. 20, lines 35-38, automatically store historic record as 
an update object is routed, therefore each time an update occurs, the historic 
information is part of the stored information and is therefore accessed when addition al 
updates occur, also, both the portable device and the point of service are updated 
concurrently as shown in col. 16, lines 36-37). 
As per claim 7, McGauley et al discloses: 

Wherein the system is implemented using software, hardware or a combination 
of both, (col; 6, lines 19-21, hardware and software). 
As per claim 8, McGauley et al discloses: 

•wherein the portable device includes a smart card, a memory stick, a dongle, a 
personal digital assistant, a cellular phone and a pager, (Abstract, lines 4-5, smart card). 
As per claim 9, McGauley et al discloses: 

wherein the point of service device includes a personal computer, a point of sale 
device, a kiosk, an automatic teller machine and a cellular phone, (col. 6, lines 21-22, 
personal computer). 
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As per claim 62, 68, McGauley et al, fails to disclose the following, however does 
disclose a distributed database network system in col. 2, lines 31-34. 
However, Hanna discloses: 

Wherein the outcome is determined using a price computation process, 
(paragraph [0013], the cost to store data in such devices based on current device 
purchase prices and the average retrieval time of images from the devices.). Hanna 
discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that there is a 
cost to store and retrieve images. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the outcome to 
be determined using a price computation process with the motivation of obtaining a 
reward value based on the value of the purchased product. 

5. Claims 6, 60, 65, 69-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McGauley et al (US 5,899,998), and further in view of Hanna et al 
(US 2004/0141661 Al), and further in view of Fare et al, (US 2004/0204078 Al). 
As per claims 6, 69, McGauley et al discloses: 

A service provider system..., (Col. 4, lines 61-65, group of point of service 
stations); 

a point of service device having associated therewith a plurality of rules..., (Col. 
4, lines 61-65, point of service stations utilizing rules); and 
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a portable device liaving associated therewith a plurality of rules... (Col. 5, lines 
27-30 and Fig. 7, rules set used to handle communication updates between portable 
data carrier and point of service stations); 

wherein the portable device and the point of service device use their associated 
plurality of rules... to determine an outcome for a... transaction/determining an 
outcome... (Abstract, lines 6-16, interaction between portable device and point of 
service ties distributed databases together where database systems then use update 
object to distribute data as a result of a transaction as shown in col. 3, line 66-col. 4, line 
10, also shows rule sets are applied to portable device and point of sale); 

McGauley et al fails to disclose a plurality of meta-rules/a purchase 
transaction/wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable to 
determine the outcome for the purchase transaction, the point of service device uses its 
associated plurality of meta-rules to either determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules associated with either the portable device or the point of service device 
can be altered locally in order to determine the outcome or request a service provider 
system to help detennine the outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of 
meta-rules associated with the service provider system/if the outcome can not be 
detemnined..., but does disclose a second processing rules set in Col. 27, lines 17-22. 
In this case, this second processing rules set is applied to information stored in the 
database, where this type of information is effected by transactions that occur between 
portable data carriers, and point-of-service stations as shown in the abstract, lines 6-9, 
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and in turn, the administrative services, and does disclose a system tinat distributes 
medical information. 

However, Hanna et al shows a system that aims to define formats for electronic 
data interchange in health care environments such as patient medical records as shown 
in paragraph [0009], lines 1-8, and also shows a medical distribution and retrieval 
system that shows images are purchased In paragraph [0013], lines 7-10, that 
discloses: 

A plurality of meta-rules, (Page 15, line 58-Page 16, linelO, shows that stored 
rules are evaluated and the image is then stored according to a rule which was 
evaluated as satisfied by having parameters in a stored rule compared with information 
in the associated metadata, in this case, the rules are meta rules since they are 
associated with metadata); 

wherein if the portable device and the point of service device are unable to 
determine the outcome for the purchase transaction, the point of service device uses its 
associated plurality of meta-rules to either determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules associated with either the portable device or the point of service device 
can be altered locally in order to determine the outcome or request the service provider 
system to help determine the outcome using the plurality of rules and the plurality of 
meta-rules associated with the service provider system/if the outcome can not be 
detemiined..., (Page 16, lines 4-5, shows rules are changed to reflect a change in the 
image storage policy after evaluating that stored rule, in this case, if the stored rule is 
evaluated and not satisfied, the rules are changed). 
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Hanna et al discloses tliese limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that rules directly associated with meta rules are applied for the purchase of 
medical image data, so that if there is a change in the image storage policy of the health 
care enterprise, the evaluate rule will then not be satisfied, and the rule will therefore 
have to be changed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to apply meta-rules to determine whether one or more of the 
plurality of rules can be altered with the motivation of keeping rules updated according 
. to system change in a system for purchasing medical image data. 

McGauley et al also fails to disclose wherein the outcome for the transaction 
includes a price, but does disclose a distributed database network system provide cost- 
effective access to databases in col. 1 , lines 41-43. 

However, Hanna et al discloses: 

wherein the outcome for the transaction includes a price, (paragraph [0014], 
lines 1-10, shows that according to need, business decisions are made regarding 
images that will be stored faster, higher cost devices). Hanna et al discloses this 
limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that a price must be paid for 
storage ability. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention fort the outcome for a transaction to include price with the 
motivation of implementing a cost with a transactional service. 
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Both McGauley et al, and Hanna et al fail to disclose the following, but McGauley 
et al does disclose a distributed database network system in col. 2, lines 31-34. 

However, Fare et al discloses a self-service system and method of loading an 
executable transaction application program from a self-service terminal, (where a point 
of service terminal can also be incorporated as shown in [0039]) to a portable electronic 
device comprising: 

Wherein the point of service device is a vending machine/ Wherein the point of 
service device is a soda vending machine, ([0022], soda pop vending machine). Fare et 
al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that the self- 
service (or point of service) terminal may comprise a soda pop vending machine. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the point of service device to be a vending machine/soda 
vending machine with the motivation of showing that product distribution can take place 
through vendor transactions. 

As per claims 60, 65, both McGauley et al, and Hanna et al fail to disclose the 
following, but McGauley et al does disclose a distributed database network system in 
col. 2, lines 31-34. 

However, Fare et al discloses a self-service system and method of loading an 
executable transaction application program from a self-service terminal, (where a point 
of service terminal can also be incorporated as shown in [0039]) to a portable electronic 
device comprising: 
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Wherein the point of service device is a vending machine, ([0022], vending 
machine). Fare et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that the self-service (or point of service) terminal may comprise a vending 
machine. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the point of service device to be a vending machine with the 
motivation of showing that product distribution can take place through vendor 
transactions. 

As per claim 70, .both McGauley et al, and Hanna et al fail to disclose the 
following, but McGauley et al does disclose a distributed database network system in 
col. 2, lines 31-34. 

However, Fare et al discloses a self-service system and method of loading an 
executable transaction application program from a self-service tenninal, (where a point 
of service terminal can also be incorporated as shown in [0039]) to a portable electronic 
device comprising: 

wherein the point of service device is a phone, ([0039], shows POS terminal can 
be used with Bluetooth technology, and therefore obvious to use a phone). Fare et al 
discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that Bluetooth 
devices such as wireless phones can be used with his system. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the point of service device to be a phone with the motivation of 
allowing a user to use a phone to complete the transaction. 
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As per claims 71 , 72 and 74, both McGauley et al, and Hanna et al fail to 
disclose the following, but McGauley et al does disclose a distributed database network 
system in col. 2, lines 31-34. 

However, Fare et al discloses a self-service system and method of loading an 
executable transaction application program from a self-service terminal, (where a point 
of service terminal can also be incorporated as shown in [0039]) to a portable electronic 
device comprising: 

wherein the point of service device is further configured to measure 
environmental information including the time, temperature, weather, or geographical 
location, ([0002], detects movement within a predetermined distance). Fare et al 
discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of detecting if the moving 
information for the base system to the portable device if within a predetermined 
distance. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the pos to measure geographical location with the motivation of 
determining the geographical location of data that involves pos data. 

As per claims 73 and 75, both McGauley et al, and Hanna et al fail to disclose 
the following, but McGauley et al does disclose a distributed database network system 
in col. 2, lines 31-34. 

However, Fare et al discloses a self-service system and method of loading an 
executable transaction application program from a self-service terminal, (where a point 
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of service terminal can also be incorporated as shown in [0039]) to a portable electronic 
device comprising: 

wherein the point of service device and the portable device are configured to 
mutually authenticate each other prior to information exchange, ([0026]-[0027J, ping 
acknowledgment). Fare et al disclose this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose 
of showing that the ping acknowledgment must be carried out before an executable 
transaction application program can be received. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the point of service device and the portable device to be 
configured to mutually authenticate each other prior to information exchange with the 
motivation of allowing each device to acknowledge each other before a transaction. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 12/18/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

As per claim 1 , applicant argues that McGauley et al and Hanna et al do not 
render this claim obvious. Specifically, applicant argues that prior art does not disclose: 
"wherein the portable device and the point of service device use their associated 
plurality of rules and plurality of meta-rules to determine an outcome for a purchase 
transaction ". However, the combination of McGauley and Hanna et al disclose a 
"purchase transaction" whose outcome is determined using rules and meta-rules. First, 
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McGauley discloses a second processing rule set applied to information stored in the 
database. Hanna et a! further enhances the McGauley reference to teach the claim 
limitation since Hanna et al discloses a system that aims to define formats for electronic 
data interchange as shown in paragraph [0009], lines 1-8, where meta-rules are shown 
on Page 15, line 58-Page 16, line 10 through the disclosure of stored rules being 
evaluated and the image then being stored according to a rule which was evaluated as 
satisfied by having parameters in a stored rule compared with information In the 
associated metadata. In addition, Hanna et al also discloses image purchase in 
paragraph [0013], lines 7-10. It is true that Hanna et al discloses the cost to store 
images in a storage device, however, this cost is also inclusive in a cost to purchase the 
image since, in order to retrieve the image, a storage device is purchased, and 
therefore, a purchase costs is spent to retrieve the image, thereby making it a purchase 
transaction. 

Applicant also argues that "wherein the outcome is a reward" is not disclosed in 
McGauley et al. or Hanna et al, and that this limitation is not addressed in the rejection. 
However, examiner has included this limitation in the rejection as being taught by 
McGauley et al In Col. 4, lines 36-44, where providing a second automatic and selective 
mechanism to remain current without the need to access a masterfile Is taught, and 
therefore rewarding with data security by giving the option of not having to first access a 
masterfile before acquiring information. 

Applicant also argues that obviousness is not established since the suggestion to 
combine the McGauley et al and Hanna et al references is not taught, and one would 
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not have been motivated to have modified McGauley et al. and Hanna et al. in the 
manner proposed by the Examiner. However, KSR forecloses Applicant's argument that 
a specific teaching is required for a finding of obviousness, KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 
USPQ2d at 1396. The claims of the present invention recite combinations which only 
unite old elements with no change in their respective functions and which yield 
predictable results. Thus, the claimed subject matter likely would have been obvious 
under KSR. 

Applicant further argues that one seeking to improve McGauley et al.'s system for 
updating computerized medical records or Hanna et al.'s intelligent medical image 
management system would not have been led to modify them to provide a "reward" to 
"show that consumers can be compensated for a purchase transaction," since medical 
records are confidential. However, the combination of McGauley et al and Hanna et al 
disclose this limitation. Specifically, Hanna et al shows a system that aims to define 
fomriats for electronic data interchange in health care environments such as patient 
medical records as shown in paragraph [0009], lines 1-8, and also shows a medical 
distribution and retrieval system that shows images are purchased in paragraph [0013], 
lines 7-10. Since medical images can be purchased, these references can be let to 
modify them to provide a "reward". 

Applicant also argues that Improper hindsight was used for the combination of 
references. However, it must be recognized that any judgment on obviousness is in a 
sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it 
takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the time 
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the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 
1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

As per claim 64, this claim depends from claim 1 , and is therefore still rejected for 
the same reasons as independent claim 1 . Applicant also argues that prior art fails to 
teach that the portable device operates using a "contactless" mode of operation. 
However, Col. 5, lines 27-30 and Fig. 7 of McGauley et al discloses that a rules set 
used to handle communication updates between portable data carrier and point of 
service stations, and in this case, since the data carrier is portable, it is in contactless 
mode when carried around. 

The rest of the arguments are based on the combination of McGauley et al., 
Hanna et al., and Sesek. However, these arguments are now moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection based on the combination of McGauley et al., Hanna et al, and 
Fare et al. Nevertheless, one would have been motivated to modify the combination of 
McGauley et al and Hanna et al to use a vending machine to dispense medical records 
since medical records are electronic documents, and as taught in Hanna et al, can be 
retrieved by purchasing them as shown in paragraph [0013], lines 7-10, where it is 
shown that images are purchased. In McGauley et al, even though the medical records 
are confidential, they can still be retrieved electronically by the patient for whom they 
belong to, and therefore, one would have been motivated to modify McGauley et al to 
use a vending machine for patients who may come into a hospital and request their 
records through the hospital's computerized database. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the rnailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Akiba K Robinson-Boyce whose telephone number is 
571-272-6734. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
•Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system, Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
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more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 



A. R. B. 
May 8, 2008 



/Akiba K Robinson-Boyce/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3628 

/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



